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and all of us look forward to seeing him take
a seat on our Nation’s highest Court.

Thank you all for being here. Appreciate
it.

NoOTE: The President spoke at 3:35 p.m. in Room
350 of the Dwight D. Eisenhower Executive Of-
fice Building.

The President’s News Conference
January 26, 2006

The President. Sorry to interrupt.
[Laughter] Thank you all very much. I look
forward to answering some of your questions
here in a minute. I'm also looking forward
to going up to Capitol Hill next Tuesday to
give my State of the Union Address. I
thought it probably best not to practice my
speech in front of you here, so you'll pay at-
tention to it when I deliver it. But I do want
to give you some thoughts about what I'm
thinking about.

First, I recognize we live in a momentous
time

[At this point, there was technical difficulty
with a camera attached to the ceiling. ]

For those of you watching, we seem to
have a mechanical flaw. [Laughter]

Q. That was an accident, right?

The President. Are you wearing your hel-
mets?

Q. It’s that renovation project.

The President. Exactly. [Laughter] Tl
take it up with the First Lady. [Laughter]

I'm going to remind people we're living
in historic times and that we have a chance
to make decisions today that will help shape
the direction of events for years to come. I'm
going to continue to talk about an optimistic
agenda that will keep—that will remind folks
we've got a responsibility to lead. We've got
a responsibility to lead to promote freedom
and a responsibility to continue to put poli-
cies in place that will let us be a leader when
it comes to the economy in the world.

I recognize this is an election year, but I
believe that we can work together to achieve
results. In other words, I think we can set
aside the partisanship, that inevitably will
come with an election year, and get some
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stuff done. And that’s what I'm going to call
Congress to do.

We've got—must work together to protect
our Nation’s security. I'm going to continue
to do everything within my authority to pro-
tect the American people. We're going to
stay on the offense in the war against terror.
We'll hunt down the enemies in Afghanistan
and in Iraq and elsewhere. We'll continue
our terrorist surveillance program against Al
Qaida. Congress must reauthorize the PA-
TRIOT Act so that our law enforcement and
intelligence and homeland security officers
have the tools they need to rout out the ter-
rorists—terrorists who could be planning and
plotting within our borders. And we’ll do all
this and, at the same time, protect the civil
liberties of our people.

We're going to continue to lead the cause
of freedom in the world. The only way to
defeat a dark ideology is through the hopeful
vision of human liberty.

Here at home, we're also—we’ve got great
opportunities. And to seize those opportuni-
ties, we have got to lead. Our economy is
growing; it is strong. This economy has cre-
ated millions of new jobs, yet it's an economy
that is changing rapidly. And we live in a
competitive world. And so policies must be
put in place to recognize the competition of
the global economy and prepare our people
to be able to continue to compete so America
can continue to lead.

Of course, we'll talk about fiscal policy in
my State of the Union, talking about the
Congress to be wise about how we spend the
people’s money and to make the tax cuts per-
manent.

I will talk about initiatives to make sure
our health care and education and energy
is—recognizes the realities of the world in
which we live today and anticipates the prob-
lems of the world tomorrow so that we can
remain competitive.

I will talk about the values that are impor-
tant for our country. I'm going to remind
people, we show the character and compas-
sion of America by taking focused action to
confront disease and to help devastated areas
of our country that have been—areas that
have been devastated by natural disasters,
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and ensure that medical research is con-
ducted in a manner that recognizes the dig-
nity of every human life.

I look forward to the speech; I really do.
As you can imagine, it’s an interesting experi-
ence to walk out there and not only talk to
Members of Congress but, as importantly,
talk to the American people.

I'm also looking forward to the Senate fin-
ishing its business on the confirmation of
Sam Alito. He’s a man of character, and he’s
a man of integrity. He understands that the
role of a judge is to interpret the law. He
understands the role of a judge is not to ad-
vance a personal or political agenda. Yester-
day I had an interesting experience standing
with his law clerks, and I could—started
reading the notes that, of course, were ade-
quately prepared for me, and the first person
said he’s a Democrat who supports Alito; the
second person was a person who voted Green
that supported Alito; the third, a left-leaning
woman Democrat who supported Alito; the
fourth person I talked about was somebody
who worked in the John Kerry campaign who
supported Alito. I was wondering, where are
all those Republican clerks? [Laughter]

My point is, is that he has broad support
from people who know him, people from
both political parties, because he’s a decent
man who’s got a lot of experience, and he
deserves an up-or-down vote on the floor of
the Senate. I was interested in Ed Rendell’s
comments—he’s the Governor of Pennsyl-
vania. He was the former chairman of the
Democrat National Committee. He did not
like the way the debate was headed. He be-
lieved that Sam Alito should be confirmed,
and so do I. The Senate needs to give him
an up-or-down vote as quickly as possible.

Listen, thank you all for giving me a
chance to share some thoughts with you. I'd
be glad to answer some questions, starting
with you, Terry [Terence Hunt, Associated
Press].

Palestinian Elections/Hamas

Q. Mr. President, is Mideast peacemaking
dead with Hamas’ big election victory? And
do you rule out dealing with the Palestinians
if Hamas is the majority party?

The President. Peace is never dead be-
cause people want peace. I believe—and
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that’s why I articulated a two-state solution
early in my administration, so that—as a vi-
sion for people to work toward, a solution
that recognized that democracy yields peace.
And the best hope for peace in the Middle
East is two democracies living side by side.

So the Palestinians had an election yester-
day, and the results of which remind me
about the power of democracy. You see,
when you give people the vote, you give peo-
ple a chance to express themselves at the
polls. And if they’re unhappy with the status
quo, they’ll let you know. That’s the great
thing about democracys; it provides a look into
society.

And yesterday the turnout was significant,
as I understand it. And there was a peaceful
process as people went to the polls, and that’s
positive. But what was also positive is, is that
it’s a wake-up call to the leadership. Obvi-
ously, people were not happy with the status
quo. The people are demanding honest gov-
ernment. The people want services. They
want to be able to raise their children in an
environment in which they can get a decent
education and they can find health care.

And so the elections should open the eyes
of the old guard there in the Palestinian terri-
tories. I like the competition of ideas. I like
people who have to go out and say, “Vote
for me, and here’s what I'm going to do.”
There’s something healthy and—about a sys-
tem that does that. And so the elections yes-
terday were very interesting.

On the other hand, I don’t see how you
can be a partner in peace if you advocate
the destruction of a country as part of your
platform. And I know you can’t be a partner
in peace if you have a—if your party has got
an armed wing. And so the elections just took
place. We will watch very carefully about the
formation of the government. But I will con-
tinue to remind people about what I just said,
that if your platform is the destruction of
Israel, it means you’re not a partner in peace.
And we’re interested in peace.

I talked to Condi twice this morning. She
called President Abbas. She also is going to
have a conference call today about the Quar-
tet—with the Quartet, about how to keep the
process on the road to peace.

Steve [Steve Holland, Reuters].
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Palestinian Democracy

Q. If T can follow up, sir.

The President. Yes.

Q. Are you cautioning Prime Minister
Abbas not to resign? And:

The President. We'd like him to stay in
power. I mean, we’d like to stay in office.
He is in power; we’d like him to stay in office.
Sorry to interrupt. I knew this was a two-
part question, so I tried to head it off.

Q. Will this affect aid to the Palestinians?
Will you be able to work with Hamas if
they're—assuming they take on a large share
of the government?

The President. Well, I made it very clear
that the United States does not support polit-
ical parties that want to destroy our ally Israel
and that people must renounce that part of
their platform. But the government hasn’t
formed yet. They're beginning to talk about
how to form the government. And your ques-
tion on Abbas was a good one. And our mes-
sage to him was, we would hope he would
stay in office and work to move the process
forward.

Again, I remind people, the elections—de-
mocracy is—can open up the world’s eyes
to reality by listening to people. And the elec-
tions—the election process is healthy for so-
ciety, in my judgment. In other words, it's—
one way to figure out how to address the
needs of the people is to let them express
themselves at the ballot box. And that’s ex-
actly what happened yesterday. And you'll
hear a lot of people saying, “Well, aren’t we
surprised at the outcome,” or this, that, or
the other.

If there is corruption, I'm not surprised
that people say, “Let’s get rid of corruption.”
If government hadn’t been responsive, I'm
not the least bit surprised that people said,
“I want government to be responsive.”

And so that was an interesting day yester-
day in the—as we're watching liberty begin
to spread across the Middle East.

Let’s see here. Yes, David [David Gregory,
NBC News].

Q. Mr. President, good morning. I have
a different question, but I'd like to pin you
down on this point about Hamas because I
don’t think you've completely answered it.
Are you ruling out dealing with a Palestinian
government comprised, in part, of Hamas?
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The President. Dave, they don’t have a
government yet, so you’re asking me to spec-
ulate on what the government will look like.
I have made it very clear, however, that a
political party that articulates the destruction
of Israel as part of its platform is a party with
which we will not deal.

Q. Okay, can I

The President. No, it’s

Q. But, sir, I'm sorry:

The President. Well, it’'s unfair to the
other people.

Q. No, I'm just—I'm just following

u

The President. You're trying to hoard.
[Laughter]

Q. I'm not trying—TI have a question about
New Orleans, sir.

The President. This is—I agree with you.
I can see the expressions on your colleagues’
faces that it’s

Q. Well, T hope it will be worth your time.
[Laughter]

The President. They don’t think so.
[Laughter]

Gulf Coast Relief Efforts

Q. The administration has rejected a local
plan to rebuild New Orleans, and your ad-
ministrator down there, Don Powell, said
that the focus for Federal money should be
to rebuild for those 20,000 homeowners who
were outside the flood plain. Critics, local of-
ficials say that that ignores so many people
in New Orleans, the poorest of the poor, the
hardest hit areas, people who didn’t have
flood insurance or didn’'t expect the levees
to break. And they feel, sir, that this is a cer-
tain betrayal of your promise that New Orle-
ans would rise again. So why did you reject
it? And do you think that the people of New
Orleans have to expect that there is a limit
for the extent to which the city can be re-
built?

The President. The Congress has appro-
priated $85 billion to help rebuild the gulf
coast. And that is a good start; it’s a strong
start; it’s a significant commitment to the
people whose lives were turned upside down
by that—by those—Dby that hurricane.

Secondly, we have said that we look for-
ward to the time when each State develops
its recovery plan. I, early on in the process,
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said it’s important for the folks in Mississippi
to come forward with a recovery plan. And
it’s important for New Orleans and the State
of Louisiana to work together to develop a
State recovery plan. And the reason I said
that is because I was aware that folks in Con-
gress will want to spend money based upon
a specific strategy. In other words, we’ve got
to get comfortable with how to proceed.
Those plans haven’t—the plan for Louisiana
hasn’t come forward yet, and I urge the offi-
cials, both State and city, to work together
so we can get a sense for how theyre going
to proceed.

Now, having said that, I recognize there
were some early things we needed to do to
instill confidence. One of them was to say
that we will make the levees stronger and
better than before and study further
strengthening of the levees. In other words,
I recognize that people needed to be able
to say, “Well, gosh, we can’t even get started
until we got a commitment from the Federal
Government on the levees.”

A lot of the money we're spending is pre-
scribed by law, but we also went a step fur-
ther and proposed to Congress, and they ac-
cepted, the CDGB money so that monies can
actually go directly to individual families that
need help. We'll continue to work with the
folks down there. But I want to remind the
people in that part of the world, $85 billion
is a lot, and secondly, we were concerned
about creating additional Federal bureauc-
racies, which might make it harder to get
money to the people.

Q. But is there a limit, sir?

The President. John [John Roberts, CBS
News].

Q. I have five questions, sir. I hope you'll
indulge me. [Laughter]

The President. That’s only two-and-a-half
times more

Terrorist Surveillance Program

Q. On the NSA eavesdropping program,
there seems to be growing momentum in
Congress to either modify the existing law
or write some new law that would give you
the latitude to do this and, at the same time,
ensure that people’s civil liberties are pro-
tected. Would you be resistant to the notion
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of new laws if Congress were to give you what
you need to conduct these operations?

The President. The terrorist surveillance
program is necessary to protect America
from attack. I asked the very questions you
asked, John, when we first got going. Let me
tell you exactly how this happened. Right
after September the 11th, I said to the peo-
ple, what can we do—can we do more—"the
people” being the operators, a guy like Mike
Hayden—can we do more to protect the peo-
ple? There’s going to be a lot of investigation
and a lot of discussion about connecting dots,
and we have a responsibility to protect the
people, so let's make sure we connect the
dots. And so he came forward with this pro-
gram. In other words, it wasn't designed in
the White House; it was designed where you
expect it to be designed, in the NSA.

Secondly, I said, before we do anything,
I want to make sure it’s legal. And so we
had our lawyers look at it—and as part of
the debate, the discussion with the American
people as to the legality of the program,
there’s no doubt in my mind it is legal.

And thirdly, will there be safeguards for
the—to safeguard the civil liberties of the
American people? There’s no doubt in my
mind there are safeguards in place to make
sure the program focuses on calls coming
from outside the United States in, with an
Al Qaida—from a—with a belief that there’s
an Al Qaida person making the call to some-
body here in the States, or vice versa—but
not domestic calls.

So as I stand here right now, I can tell
the American people the program’s legal; it’s
designed to protect civil liberties; and it’s
necessary. Now, my concern has always been
that in an attempt to try to pass a law on
something that’s already legal, we’ll show the
enemy what we’re doing. And we've briefed
Congress—Members of Congress. We’ll con-
tinue to do that, but it’s important for people
to understand that this program is so sen-
sitive and so important, that if information
gets out to how it's—how we do it, how we
run it, or how we operate, it will help the
enemy.

And so, of course, we’ll listen to ideas. But,
John, I want to make sure that people under-
stand that if it—if the attempt to write law
makes this program—is likely to expose the
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nature of the program, I'll resist it. And I
think the American people understand that.
Why tell the enemy what we're doing if the
program is necessary to protect us from the
enemy? And it is. And it’s legal. And we'll
continue to brief Congress. And we review
it a lot, and we review it not only at the Jus-
tice Department but with a good legal staff
inside NSA.
Yes.

Lobbying Reform/Jack Abramoff

Investigation

Q. What do you hear or your staff hear
about releasing of photographs of Jack
Abramoff with you, Mr. President? If you say
you don’t fear anything, tell us why you won’t
release them?

The President. She’s asking about a per-
son who admitted to wrongdoing and who
needs to be prosecuted for that. There is a
serious investigation going on, as there
should be. The American people have got
to have confidence in the ethics of all
branches of Government. Youre asking
about pictures—I had my picture taken with
him, evidently. I've had my picture taken
with a lot of people. Having my picture taken
with someone doesn’t mean that, you know,
I'm a friend with them or know them very
well. T've had my picture taken with you—
[laughter]—at holiday parties.

My point is, I mean, there’s thousands of
people that come through and get their pic-
tures taken. I'm also mindful that we live in
a world in which those pictures will be used
for pure political purposes, and they’re not
relevant to the investigation.

Q. Do you know how many?

The President. I don’t have any idea.

I'm coming your way. Carl [Carl Cameron,
FOX News].

Iran

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Good morn-
ing. On the subject of Iran, what parameters
might the U.S. be willing to accept Iran hav-
ing a nuclear power program? And to the
extent that you've said in the past that the
United States supports the Iranian people,
would you support expedited legislation or
a move that would send resources to such
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groups in Iran that might hasten regime
change or democratic reform?

The President. 1 have made it clear that
I believe that the Iranians should have a civil-
ian nuclear program—power program under
these conditions: that the material used to
power the plant would be manufactured in
Russia, delivered under IEEE—IAEA in-
spections—inspectors to Iran to be used in
that plant, the waste of which will be picked
up by the Russians and returned to Russia.
I think that is a good plan. The Russians
came up with the idea, and I support it.

And the reason why I think it makes sense
is because I do believe people ought to be
allowed to have civilian nuclear power. How-
ever, I don’t believe nontransparent regimes
that threaten the security of the world should
be allowed to gain the technologies necessary
to make a weapon. And the Iranians have
said, “We want a weapon.”

And it’s not in the world’s interest that they
have a weapon. And so we are working hard
to continue the diplomacy necessary to send
a focused message to the Iranian Govern-
ment, and that is, your desires for a weapon
are unacceptable. Part of that is—part of that
diplomacy was to provide an acceptable alter-
native to the Iranian desire to have a civilian
nuclear power industry.

Secondly, we will support freedom move-
ments all around the world. I constantly
talked about today’s reformers will be tomor-
row’s leaders, and therefore, we will work
with groups that demand for people to be
given the natural rights of men and women,
and that right is to live in a free society.

Dana [Dana Bash, Cable News Network].

Lobbying Reform/Jack Abramoff

Investigation

Q. Mr. President, you talked about Jack
Abramoff in the context of pictures, but it
may not necessarily just be about pictures.
He also had some meetings with some of
your staff. So you remember, you ran on the
idea of restoring honesty and integrity to the
White House. So why are you letting your
critics, perhaps, attack you and paint you
with, maybe, a guilt by association? Why not
just throw open your books and say, look,
here is
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The President. There is a serious inves-
tigation going on by Federal prosecutors, and
that’s their job. And they will—if they believe
something was done inappropriately in the
White House, theyll come and look, and
they're welcome to do so. There’s a serious
investigation that’s going on.

Q. But, sir, don’t you want to tell the
American people look, as I promised, this
White House isn’t for sale, and I'm not for
sale?

The President. It’s hard for me to say I
didn’t have pictures with the guy when I did.
But I have also had pictures with thousands
and thousands of people. I mean, people—
it’s part of the job of the President to shake
hands and—with people and smile. [Laugh-
ter] And I do. And the man contributed to
my campaigns, but he contributed, either di-
rectly or through his clients, to a lot of people
in Washington. And this needs to be cleared
up so the people have confidence in the sys-
tem.

Yes, Peter [Peter Baker, Washington Post].

Palestinian Elections

Q. Mr. President, the U.S. Government
has spent about $2 million to help promote
the Palestinian Authority in the lead-up to
this week’s elections. I wonder, sir, whether
you feel like it’s consistent with your push
to spread democracy around the world if the
U.S. puts its thumb on the scale? Or are
there moments when it’s okay to compromise
that because you want to keep organizations
with a terrorist threat out of government?

The President. I talked to Secretary Rice
about the story that you're referring to, and
what she told me was, is that this money was
part of a USAID package that had been in
the pipeline for a while. The—kind of the
allegation or the insinuation that we were
funding a political effort just simply isn’t the
case, as far as I can tell.

Q. It was designed to promote the image
of the Palestinian Authority among its own
people

The President. As I say, this money was
part of a USAID package. We had—I pro-
claimed, T made it very clear that Jim
Wolfensohn was going to be in the region
with an economic aid package to help the
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Palestinian people. Our programs are aimed
to help the people. And
Q. I'm talking about who gets credit. Part
of the thing was there would be no
The President. Well, obviously—obvi-
ously

Q. Credit would go to the Authority.

The President. Yes, well, our attempt was
to help the Palestinian people through a ac-
tive USAID program. And you saw the re-
sults of the election.

Q. Why, then, not disclose the USAID in-
volvement?

The President. It is disclosed—you just
disclosed it. [Laughter]

Elisabeth [Elisabeth Bumiller, New York
Times]. Thank you. Are you trying to help
the man out there?

Q. He’s my colleague.

The President. Okay, good.

Terrorist Surveillance Program

Q. Members of your administration have
said that the secret eavesdropping program
might have prevented the September 11th
attacks. But the people who hijacked the
planes on September 11th had been in this
country for years, having domestic phone
calls and e-mails. So how, specifically, can
you say that?

The President. Well, Michael Hayden
said that because he believes that had we had
the capacity to listen to the phone calls from
those from San Diego elsewhere, we might
have gotten information necessary to prevent
the attack. And that’s what he was referring
to.

Q. They were domestic calls

The President. No, domestic outside—we
will not listen inside this country. It is a call
from Al Qaida, Al Qaida affiliates, either
from inside the country out or outside the
country in, but not domestically.

Jack Abramoff Investigation

Q. Can I ask you again, why won't you
release the photos of yourself with Jack
Abramoff?

The President. 1 just answered the ques-
tion.

Yes.
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Terrorist Surveillance Program

Q. Your explanation on the monitoring
program seems to say that when the Nation
is at war, the President, by definition, can
order measures that might not be acceptable
or even, perhaps, legal in peacetime. And this
seems to sound like something President
Nixon once said, which was, “When the
President does it, then that means it is not
illegal,” in the areas involving national secu-
rity. So how do the two differ?

The President. Well, I said yesterday that
other Presidents have used the same author-
ity I've had, to use technology to protect the
American people. Other Presidents—most
Presidents believe that during a time of war,
that we can use our authorities under the
Constitution to make decisions necessary to
protect us.

Secondly, in this case, there is an act
passed by Congress in 2001, which said that
I must have the power to conduct this war
using the incidents of war. In other words,
we believe there’s a constitutional power
granted to Presidents as well as, this case,
a statutory power. And I'm intending to use
that power—Congress says, “Go ahead and
conduct the war; we're not going to tell you
how to do it.” And part of winning this war
on terror is to understand the nature of the
enemy and to find out where they are so we
can protect the American people.

There’s going to be—there will be a con-
stitution—there will be a legal debate about
whether or not I have the authority to do
this; I'm absolutely convinced I do. Our At-
torney General has been out describing why.
And I'm going to continue using my author-
ity. That's what the American people expect.

Yes, Mark [Mark Smith, Associated Press
Radio].

U.S. Armed Forces

Q. Mr. President, the Pentagon recently
studied U.S. forces overseas and concluded
that between Iraq and Afghanistan, that the
military was very seriously overextended.
Then Secretary Rumsfeld told us yesterday,
well, that’s really not what the study con-
cluded. But this morning General Casey told
us, in Iraq, U.S. forces there are stretched.
Who's right here?
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The President. I haven’t seen General
Casey’s comments, his specific comments. I
will tell you this, that after 5 years of war,
there is a need to make sure that our troops
are balanced properly, that threats are met
with capability. And that's why we’re trans-
forming our military. The things I look for
are the following: morale, retention, and re-
cruitment. And retention is high, recruitment
is meeting goals, and people are feeling
strong about the mission, Mark. But I also
recognize that we've got to make sure that
our military is transformed. And that’s what’s
taking place right now. We're transforming
the United States Army so that capabilities
and the threats are better aligned.

And I'll give—go ahead.

Q. It's not overextended then?

The President. The question is whether
or not we can win victory in Iraq. Our troops
will have what they—I mean, our com-
manders will have the troops necessary to do
that. The question is, can we help keep the
peace in a place like the Far East? Abso-
lutely.

And let me use the Far East as an example
of what I'm talking about. There was some
30,000 troops on the South Korean Penin-
sula. As you might remember, we reduced
the amount of manpower, replaced it with
technology. A lot of people—some people at
the time said, “Well, wait a minute. They're
lessening their commitment to peace and se-
curity in the Far East by moving people out.”
I made the case that, no, what we're doing
is replacing manpower—we’re transforming
our military presence in South Korea to be
able to meet the threats of the 21st century.
And that’s what you're seeing all throughout
our military.

And so this is a time where we’ve been
in theater for—been in this war against terror
for 5 years and, at the same time, trans-
forming. And I think if you look at what our
commanders are saying and what are people
like Pete Schoomaker are saying is that this
transformation is going to make it more likely
America will be able to continue in the out
years of doing what we need to do to keep
the peace.

Yes, Holly [Holly Rosenkrantz, Bloomberg
News].
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Federal Budget

Q. Mr. President, do you think you need
to be more aggressive with vetoing or at least
threatening to veto more spending bills this
year? I mean, every year you say, “I want
Congress to show spending restraint; this is
important for our budget and our economy.”
But do you think they’re doing enough? Do
you need to be more aggressive

The President. Yes, I do think they are
when they meet our budget targets. And
here’s the way—hold on, let me finish,
please. Here’s the way it works. We sit down
and say, “Here’s what we’d like you to do.
We'd like you to reduce nonsecurity discre-
tionary spending.” Or we present a budget
target, and they meet them. They have met
those targets.

And I am pleased that I've got a working
relationship with the Speaker and Leader
Frist and other Members of Congress to help
meet those targets.

Go ahead; you've got a follow-up?

Q. So essentially, then, you think every-
thing is going fine with the budget, and
there’s no need to use a veto or anything
like that?

The President. Well, I'm fully prepared
to use the veto if they overspend. They've
got a chance now to continue to show the
American people that they’re willing to be—
have fiscal discipline by voting on the rec-
onciliation package in the House of Rep-
resentatives. We've still got a lot of work to
do, don’t get me wrong. And I'll present a—
in the process of laying out a budget that
will continue to eliminate programs that
don’t work or that are duplicative in nature,
one that says we can cut our deficit in half
by 2009 and make sure the American people
still get their tax relief.

We don’t need to be running up the taxes
right now, in my judgment. And I think it
is—you know, people say, “Well, let’s raise
the taxes and balance the budget.” That’s not
how it works. They're going to raise your
taxes, and they’re going to continue to ex-
pand the Government. And I understand
that.

Now, in terms of how they spend the
money once they meet the budget targets,
that’s going to be an interesting discussion
on Capitol Hill. That’s about this business
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about earmarks and people making special
deals in the budget. And they need to—there
needs to be earmark reform. And we look
forward to working with responsible Mem-
bers on the Hill about earmark reform.

Yes.

North Korea

Q. Mr. President, last year your adminis-
tration imposed a package of economic sanc-
tions on North Korea. Now, North Korea
says it will not come back to the table in the
nuclear talks unless those sanctions go. South
Korea is warning of a dispute on the issue.
Would you consider removing them, sus-
pending them, making some gesture to get
North Korea back to the negotiation table?

The President. Actually, I think what
you're referring to is the fact that we're try-
ing—that we are cutting off the transfer of
monies generated by illicit activities. When
somebody is counterfeiting our money, we
want to stop them from doing that. And so
we are aggressively saying to the North Kore-
ans, “Just—don’t counterfeit our money.”
And we are working with others to prevent
them from illicit activities. That’s different
from economic sanctions.

Q. Fair enough.

The President. And no, we think it’s very
important for the North Koreans to come
back to the table. There’s a six-party talk
framework that is hopeful and positive for
them. It requires them to make some dif-
ficult decisions, and, of course, one of them
is to get rid of their nuclear arsenal. But
we’re more than willing to—and want the six-
party talks to continue forward. I think the
framework is a framework that can eventually
yield to a peaceful settlement of the issue.
But the other issue is one that I just wanted
to make sure I clarify for you why we're doing
what we're doing.

Jonathan  [Joseph
Times]

Q. You see this as completely separate
then, sir?

The President. 1 think——

Q. There’s no room to suspend them or—

The President. Well, if somebody is
cheating on us, we need to stop it. I mean,
the American people—if we know people are
counterfeiting our money, they expect the

Curl, Washington
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Government to act. And there is no com-
promise when it comes to, you know, “Hey,
come back to the table so you can counterfeit
our money; just counterfeit 20s and not 100s,
or whatever it is?” I mean, no. We are going
to uphold the law and protect the currency
of the American people.
Jonathan.

Terrorist Surveillance Program

Q. Stepping back from the immediate
NSA debate that’s going on right now, Vice
President Cheney recently said that the
White House is reasserting its executive
power. Is the NSA program part of that ef-
fort? And what do you say to Democrats who
charge that you are abusing your constitu-
tional authority?

The President. I would say that there has
been a historical debate between the execu-
tive branch and the legislative branch as
who’s got what power. And I don’t view it
as a contest with the legislative branch.
Maybe they view it as a contest with the exec-
utive; I just don’t. I view it—I view the deci-
sions I've made, particularly when it comes
to national security, as necessary decisions to
protect the American people. That's how—
that’s the lens on which I analyze things, Jon-
athan. And I understand we’re at war with
an enemy that wants to hit us again. Usama
bin Laden made that clear the other day, and
I take his words very seriously. And I also
take my responsibility to protect the Amer-
ican people very seriously.

And so we're going to do what is necessary,
within the Constitution and within the law
and, at the same time, guaranteeing people’s
civil liberties, to protect the people. And
that’s how I look at this debate. Now, there’s
all kinds of people taking a step back and
saying well, this is this, this is that. And I
recognize throughout history, people—there
have been a debate about legislative power
and executive power. Part of the questions
asked here today kind of reflect that debate.

And I'm going to leave that to the lawyers.
I believe I've been hired by the people to
do my job, and that’s to protect the people,
and that’s what I'm going to do, mindful of
my authorities within the Constitution, mind-
ful of our need to make sure that we stay
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within the law, and mindful of the need to
protect the civil liberties of the people.

Q. Mr. President, though—this is a direct
follow up to that—the FISA law was imple-
mented in 1978, in part because of revela-
tions that the National Security Agency was
spying domestically. What is wrong with that
law that you feel you have to circumvent it
and, as you just admitted, expand presi-
dential power?

The President. May I—if I might, you
said that I have to circumvent it. There—
wait a minute. That’s a—there’s something—
it’s like saying, you know, “You're breaking
the law.” I'm not. See, that’s what you've got
to understand. I am upholding my duty and,
at the same time, doing so under the law
and with the Constitution behind me. That’s
just very important for you to understand.

Secondly, the FISA law was written in
1978. We're having this discussion in 2006.
It’s a different world. And FISA is still an
important tool. It’s an important tool. And
we still use that tool. But also—and we—
look—TI said, “Look, is it possible to conduct
this program under the old law?” And people
said, “It doesn’t work, in order to be able
to do the job we expect us to do.”

And so that’s why I made the decision I
made. And you know, “circumventing” is a
loaded word, and I refuse to accept it, be-
cause I believe what I'm doing is legally right.

Bob [Bob Deans, Cox Newspapers]

Q. There are going to be hearings on Cap-
itol Hill starting February 6th regarding

The President. Regarding that point,
right. And Al Gonzales has recently given a
speech laying out the administrative position,
and I'm sure you analyzed it carefully.

Deans.

U.S. Policy on Detainees in the War on
Terror

Q. Sir, you said a few minutes ago the
United States needs to continue to lead in
the cause of freedom around the world, and
yet in recent weeks, a couple of groups—
Human Rights Watch and Amnesty Inter-
national—have criticized the U.S. handling
of terrorist suspects. They say that has under-
mined the U.S. voice as a champion of
human rights, and even, perhaps, undercut
a generation of progress in human rights.
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And my question, sir, is how do you—how
do you respond to that?

The President. I haven't seen the report,
but if theyre saying we tortured people,
they’re wrong—period.

Q. Could you call on your Texas straight
talk and make a clear and unambiguous state-
ment today that no American will be allowed
to torture another human being anywhere in
the world at any time

The President. Yes. No American will be
allowed to torture another human being any-
where in the world. And I signed the appro-
priations bill with the McCain amendment
attached on because that’s the way it is. I
know some have said, “Well, why did he put
a qualifier in there?” And one reason why
Presidents put qualifiers in is to protect the
prerogative of the executive branch. You see,
what we’re always doing is making sure that
we make it clear that the executive branch
has got certain responsibilities. Conducting
war is a responsibility in the executive
branch, not the legislative branch.

But make no mistake about it, the McCain
amendment is an amendment we strongly
support and will make sure it’s fully effective.

Let’s see, Richard [Richard Bennadetto,
USA Today].

2006 Elections

Q. Mr. President, you mentioned earlier
that this is an election year. Republicans are
expressing great confidence that theyre
going to be able to take back the Congress.

The President. Who are?

Q. The Democrats, I mean, theyre ex-
pressing

The President. We already have the Con-
gress. [Laughter]

Q. They say that they can use issues such
as corruption and the war in Iraq and high
energy prices against Republicans and
against you. How much do you plan to go
out and campaign——

The President. I'm looking forward on the
campaign, but I'm also looking forward to
reminding people we have a responsibility to
get some things done. And that’s part of what
the State of the Union is going to be about,
but, no, I'm looking forward to getting out
there. I've got one more off-year campaign
in me as a sitting President, and I'm looking
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forward to it, Richard. As you know, I like
to get out and tell people what’s on my mind,
explain to people we're a party with ideas,
we know how to lead, that—remind people
of the stakes in the world in which we live,
and that we have a plan to deal with them.

And we’ve got a good record here in Wash-
ington, DC, and I'm looking forward to talk-
ing about the economy, for example. That
seems like a debate worthwhile having—not
only what we have done to make sure that
we’ve overcome a lot of hurdles but how to
make sure policies are put in place that this
economic growth continues, and remind peo-
ple we've added a lot of jobs since April of
2003, that the economy is pretty strong this
year given the fact—in spite of the fact there
was high energy prices and storms. I look
forward to debating people whether or not
we ought to raise their taxes. I don’t believe
we should. Matter of fact, I think raising taxes
will hurt the economy. And that’s a debate
I look forward to having with the people as
we get closer to the 2006 elections.

And so, look, I don’t blame people for say-
ing, “I'm confident about the elections.” Can
you imagine right here at the election year
saying, “I'm not very confident about the
elections”® [Laughter] No wonder the
Democrats are saying that.

But we've got a record, and a good one.
And that’s what I intend to campaign on, and
explain to people why I've made the deci-
sions I've made, and why they’re necessary
to protect the American people, and why
they've been necessary to keep this economy
strong, and why the policies we've got will
keep this economy strong in the future. And
this election is about peace and prosperity.
And I intend to get out there and campaign.

Abril—April [April Ryan, American Urban
Radio Networks].

Q. Yes, Mr. President. Good morning.

The President. You're going to have to
speak loudly because somebody took your
seat. Your name was on my seating chart,
and you're not sitting down.

Q. Isn’t that a shame.

The President. Well, I mean, look, you're
probably going to blame it on me. [Laughter]

Q. I'm going to let you pass that time.

The President. Just trying to rattle you
before you get going.
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Gulf Coast Response Investigation

Q. I know. Mr. President, as you're saying
Hurricane Katrina and the aftermath is one
of your top priorities

The President. Yes.

Q. Why is it that this administration is not
allowing the senior—your senior staff that
you conversated with prior to Hurricane
Katrina, during, and after, to testify, to inter-
view, or talk with congressional leaders? And
why not push Michael Brown, who is now
a private citizen, to go before them, as he
is what many are calling a linchpin to the
whole issue?

The President. Well, let me make sure
you have the facts. We have given 15,000
pages of White House documents to the in-
vestigators, congressional investigators;
some—TI think it's 600,000 pages, administra-
tive documents. We have sent a fellow
named Rapuano to talk about—he’s a White
House staffer—to talk to the Committee.
There have been a lot of interviews. There
have been public testimony.

As a matter of fact, we are so concerned
about this that we’ve started our own inves-
tigation to make sure that lessons—that we
understand the lessons learned from this.
This is a problem we want to investigate thor-
oughly so we know how to better respond
on behalf of the American people.

And so we're fully cooperative with the
Members of the House in—of the Senate,
and we’ll do so without giving away my ability
to get sound advice from people on my staff.
You see, April, here’'s—and this is an issue
that comes up all the time, and you might—
we’ve had several discussions like this since
I've been the President. If people give me
advice and they're forced to disclose that ad-
vice, it means the next time an issue comes
up, I might not be able to get unvarnished
advice from my advisers. And that’s just the
way it works. But we’ve given thousands of
pages of documents over for people to ana-
lyze.

Q. Does that include Michael Brown?

The President. Pardon me?

Q. Does that include Michael Brown?

The President. People who give me ad-
vice—it will have a chilling effect on future
advisers if the precedent is such that when

135

they give me advice that it’s going to be sub-
ject to scrutiny.

Now, we've analyzed—we’ve given out all
kinds of pages of documents for people, and
we're cooperating with the investigators. And
that’s important for the American people to
know. What's also important is, we want to
know how we can do a better job. And so
we're having a lessons-learned investigation,
led by Fran Townsend. And—anyway, we
need to know.

Let’s see here—yes, Mark [Mark Knoller,
CBS Radio].

Lobbying Reform/Jack Abramoff

Investigation

Q. Sir, back on lobbying—never mind
about the photographs, but can you say
whether—

The President. It's easy for a radio guy
to say. [Laughter]

Q. Can you say, sir, whether you were lob-
bied by Jack Abramoff or other lobbyists, and
what your policy is about lobbyists meeting
with senior staff?

The President. You know, I, frankly, don’t
even remember having my picture taken with
the guy. I don’t know him. And this investiga-
tion will—needs to look into all aspects of
his influence on Capitol Hill, and if there’s
some in the White House, I'm sure theyre
going to come and knock on the door. But
I—I can’t say I didn’t ever meet him, but
I meet a lot of people. And evidently, he was
just like you were the other day, at a holiday
party—came in, put—the grip-and-grin.
They click the picture and off he goes. And
that’s just—I take thousands of—I mean,
somebody told me I maybe take over 9,000
pictures this holiday season. And he obvi-
ously went to fundraisers, but I've never sat
down with him and had a discussion with the
guy.

Q. Do you meet with lobbyists?

The President. 1 try not to. Have I ever
met with one? Never having met with one
is a—if I ever say that, sure enough, you'll
go find somebody. But, no, I don’t have them
come in.

Now, when, for example, people are help-
ing on issues—like on promoting trade—you
bet, we bring them in and I say, “Thank you
for promoting CAFTA,” or, “Thanks for
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working on the vote, “ or, “Thanks for help-
ing on tax relief.” That may be—if you con-
sider that a meeting, the answer is, yes, I'm
sure I have, in a roomful of people, as we
either thank people for success in policy or
thank people for going out of their way to
get a piece of legislation passed on the Hill.

Listen, thank you all very much. Looking
forward to Tuesday evening. I hope you are
as well. Thank you.

NOTE: The President’s news conference began at
10:15 a.m. in the James S. Brady Briefing Room
at the White House. In his remarks, he referred
to President Mahmoud Abbas (Abu Mazen) of the
Palestinian Authority; James D. Wolfensohn,
Quartet Special Envoy for Gaza Disengagement;
Gen. George W. Casey, Jr., USA, Commanding
general, Multi-National Force—Iraq.; Usama bin
Laden, leader of the Al Qaida terrorist organiza-
tion; and Deputy Assistant to the President for
Homeland Security Kenneth Rapuano. Reporters
referred to Donald E. Powell, Chairman, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, who is coordi-
nating Federal gulf coast relief efforts; and Mike
Brown, former Director, Federal Emergency
Management Agency.

Remarks Following Discussions With
Parliament Member Saad Hariri of
Lebanon

January 27, 2006

It's my honor to welcome a Member of
the Lebanese Parliament, Saad Hariri, here
to the Oval Office. We've just had a very in-
teresting and important discussion about our
mutual desire for Lebanon to be free—free
of foreign influence, free of Syrian intimida-
tion, free to chart its own course.

The American people mourn the loss of
life. T know it’s been hard on you and your
mom, who we had the honor of meeting in
Paris, and your family to think about your
dad, a man who cared about Lebanon a lot.
It's very important for the investigation into
your dad’s death to go forward. We expect
there to be a full and firm investigation, and
the people who are responsible for your dad’s
death need to be held to account.

I want to thank you for your passion for
the people of Lebanon. I was telling him I
was raised in west Texas, and I can remem-
ber Lebanese-American Texans being such

Jan. 26 / Administration of George W. Bush, 2006

great citizens of our State and our country.
Many people of Lebanese extraction want
Lebanon to flourish and thrive, and so do
I. It will be very important for the region
for Lebanon’s democracy to be able to reach
its full potential. And there’s no doubt in my
mind, with the focused effort of the free
world reminding Syria to uphold to U.N. res-
olution 1559, we will be able to achieve the
objective.

So I talked about a donors conference—
he’s going to work the world community to
try to help organize a conference to help the
Lebanese people get going. And we appre-
ciate very much your suggestions and your
advice. In the meantime, welcome to the
Oval Office. Thank you for your courage. I
appreciate it very much. Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at noon in the Oval
Office at the White House. In his remarks, he
referred to Nazek Hariri, widow of former Prime
Minister Rafiq Hariri of Lebanon, who was assas-
sinated on February 14, 2005, in Beirut. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of these remarks.

Proclamation 7976—National
African American History Month,
2006

January 27, 2006

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation

As we celebrate National African Amer-
ican History Month, we recognize the many
contributions of African Americans to our
country and reinforce our commitment to be
a Nation of opportunity and hope for every
citizen.

Throughout our history, African Ameri-
cans have courageously worn our Nation’s
uniform while defending peace and liberty
around the globe. Patriots like Thurgood
Marshall and Rosa Parks broke down racial
barriers and inspired our Nation to make
good on the promise of equal justice under
law. Educators like Mary McLeod Bethune
and Dr. Frederick Patterson transformed the
academic world, with the goal of ensuring



